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REMARKS. 



Thb eanse of tlie separations wliicli hare transpired in oixt 
Society, may be traced to a departure from the faith^ a direlio^. 
tion from the principles of Truth, or order of Church GoYen»> 
mentent ; and it is frequently the case that those who have im- 
bibed new doctrinal views, having gradually relapsed from 
sound and established principles, have been very -prone to repre- 
sent individuals who cannot depart with them, as separatists. It 
Buttters not in regard to the number, whether smaller or greater, 
or with what apparent order a Society may stand, if it has either 
opei^y forsaken or compromised its fundamental principles, aoBL 
gone so &r as ta disown Friends who have conscientiously and 
fkithfiilly testified against unsound doctrine, it must have 
changed its ground and lost its identity as the original Society. 
And those Friends, who for conscience sake cannot go with thcm,- 
if fewer in numbers, have no alternative but to withdraw, ia 
their honest endearvors faithfcdily to support the ancient order 
uid dicipHne of the Society. 

But which division, in this case, c»i fairly be consid^ed ^e 
separatists? Must those who retain, the organization, let their 
principles, their conduct and their associations be what they 
may, still be esteemed the legitimate sociefy ? If so, some 
meetings of the Hkksite Separatists should have been acknowl^ 
edged. And it is ako of ident that societies or confederatioiig 
must be permitted to possess priority to fkith and doctrine, and 
h^werer itbandoned to common honesty, or to principle, such a* 



organization may become, the true members have no remedy ; 
and the ancient reformers and our early Friends were correctly 
yiewed by their opponents as schismatics and disorderly per- 
sons. 

It is urged that errors in disciplinary proceedings in mm #h. 
Yearly Meeting, should not be a cause of such great unsettlc- 
ment and concern in the other Yearly Meetings. In ordinary 
cases, doubtless, this is correct, but in one which involves gener- 
al and serious consequences, impairs or compromises the leading 
doctrines of the Society, or that vitally affects all the meetings 
wherever situated, the case is widely different, and the matter 
obviously becomes cognizable in every place, where its withering 
influence is felt. 

But admitting it to be, as represented by some, that no design 
to encourage unsoundness was intended ; that those errors were 
unintentional of such momentous consequences, and accidental] 
seeing the unsettling and disorganizing effects which they have 
produced and that are still likely to grow out of them, would it 
not be obligatory upon all the Yearly Meetings, if they were on 
the sure foundation to make every effort to correct those wrong 
proceedings which some would have us believe were accidentally 
oommitted, and which are attended with such prejudicial and 
painful results to the body at large. But, alas ! instead of this 
course, a gliding over them, and an evading of the vitally impor- 
tant question, to the great grief of many sincere and honest 
Friends, have taken place. No efficatious probing as to the bot- 
tom of the corrupting sore has been adopted in most cases where 
ii should have been, but a concealing plaster has been deceitfully 
administered, which permits it to progress, and spread its mor- 
bid and enervating influence throughout the Society. 

This reluctance — this utter neglect or refusal to go to the bot- 
tom of the diffiulty, too clearly shows these disciplinary errors on 
the part of New England Yearly Meeting not to have been 
miintcntional and accidental, and implies a design or detcrmin* 
ation, in which, regardless of the views of their FriendSi or 



iiie harmony of society, they and some other Yearly Meetings 
purpose to persist; and when such is the state of things, what 
remedy can Friends possihly have, who desire to support the 
principles and discipline of the Society in its ancient purity, bu^ 
t& come out from amongst them, however great the affliction, 
and thus bear a testimony for the ever blessed truth. 

It is plainly demonstrated by the Scriptures and by modem 
history that the Divine will has ever been to separate truth from 
error, whether in the hearts of men or in the Church. And it 
has always been a truth, that those who have separated from 
the gospel doctrines held by the true Church, and could not be 
reclaimed, whether many or few are the separatists and apos- 
tates, without regard to times, places or other outward circum- 
fitances. This proposition is fully proved by Barclay's Treatise 
on Church Government. 

When our first parents disobeyed, they died spiritually, hence 
they were expelled from that happy retreat, the garden of the 
Lord, which their beneficent Creator had prepared for them. 
The love wherewith he had loved them did not prevent his deal- 
ing with them in judgment. They knew his law, but were se- 
duced to disbelieve it, although they had heard it from the Lord 
himself — and here his judgments were just in separating them 
from the place of his feet. 

In Noah's time the people had so much degenerated, that thej 
were not worthy nor fit to be called the children of the Lord, 
although he made them for the purpose of glorifying his name. 
But Noah and his family were found faithful in serving the Lord, 
and after God had warned that generation of wicked men, through 
the preaching of this patriarch, he provided means for the separi^ 
tion of him and his household from the rest of the people, and de- 
livered them from the leaven of unrighteousness which so much 
prevailed. The people then did not believe in Divine Revelation, 
nor in Noah's testimony of the impending deluge which awaited 
ihem — neither did the love of God, with which the heart of the 
prophet was filled, prevail in converting this wayward people to 



the Lord. It was their unbelief and wickedness which subjeo- 
ted them to his judgments. Who will presume to saj that No- 
ah should hare omitted to remind and warn them of their in- 
iquities, but only to have exhorted them to love one anotherj 
and be united. 

We will now come to the Chnstian Church, which is acknowl- 
edged by the various Protestant denominations to have imbibed 
many unsound doctrines and bad practices in the middle ages. 
Through many artffioes of the enemy it certainly lapsed into an 
apostate condition, and became a mere political, worldly, and 
wicked body ; and what were the measures pursued by the Al- 
mighty to restore her to her primitive purity ? Did he order his 
messengers to preach love and harmony amongst them ? (Too 
well they were already united in iniquity.) Kay. surely I On 
the contrary, they were constrained to witness against the great 
onsoundness and falsity of her doctrines, and the wickedness of 
her practices. Her leaders called loudly ibr the former course > 
but he who is the fountain of wisdom, did, in that wisdom, or- 
dain the latter. To sacrifik^e the principles of Christianity to 
such kind of submission — ^to an outward order and harmony, as 
tbe leaders of that body called for, was, and is believed to be, 
the most disastrous measures that an enemy could devise against 
^e Church of Christ. So long as false doctrine and a pcrvcrsioa 
of good order are cherished and practiced by her leading char- 
acters, to be united in these errors must be destructive to vital 
CHiristianity ; while a willingness in innocent boldness to con- 
Wd and suffer for the truth, is an indispensable duty of the 
fiaithful. 

Again, did George Fox go round preaching unity and harmo- 
ny in the Episcopal chnrch, of which he came forth ? No, but 
he faithfully protested against the many errors of doctrine that 
it entertained, which occasioned him much personal suffering. 
When John Porrot had introduced his false doctrine and practi- 
ecs into the Society of Friends, by which many were ensnared, 
did George Fox then exhort the whole body of Friends still to 



be united in love ? or did he not labor ardnonsly for the deteo 
tion and removal of that indiyidual's views ? Was he ever heard 
to cry peace, peace, when the Church was beset with unsound 
doctrines ? Was he not always ready to make war in righteous*- 
ness when the Church was in danger ? 

And inasmuch as he and his friends could not purify the Epis- 
copal Church, so called, of its heresies, did they not separate 
themselves from it, and endeavor to institute a society in the 
ancient order of Christianity ? And did this separation where- 
onto early Friends were called, have any wUhering' tendency 
upon those who came oui 7 We think not upon those who 
came out, but great perplexity and confusion was undeniably 
the portion of those who staid. This stands as a striking ad- 
xnonitk>n to those who will not search the camp, but are striving 
to cover up corruptions of doctrine, and to retain them in the 
Church, by the cry of love^ peace, and unity. 

We might next refer to the troubles brought into the Society 
of Friends in a denial of fundamental doctrines, by Elias Hicks. 
Some sound and valuable Friends were disowned at that time 
for no other reason than bearing a testimony against bis doc- 
trines, and thus were deprived of their rights and privileges In 
society, more highly valued than their earthly substance, and of 
which it was quite as wrong to deprive them, as it would have 
been to waste and sacrifice their outward property. In these 
troubles, the public has been repeatedly told, that the fbllowers 
6f E. H. vociferated the cry of peace, love, and harmony, as 
earnestly, perhaps, as the document under notice, and doubtless 
for a similar purpose ^that of allaying the concern which un- 
sound views had introduced into the minds of Friends, until such 
doctrines should prevail throughout There is no doubt that 
this plausible stratagem made way in a great degree, for the 
greater prevalence of Hicksite doctrine. It was taking with 
peaceable, good-natured, but superficial Friends, averse to all 
kinds of contention and strifb, who were induced by these ap- 
peals to love and harmony, and by the increase of popular avo w* 



als of his views, to forego their own conyictions, and qtuetly to 
acquiesce with E. H.'s doctrines. Still there were many Friends 
too dear-sighted to he induced to adopt these unsoand senti- 
ments, or to walk with those who had separated themselves from 
the principles and wholesome order of the Society, and in oon- 
sequence a painful division unavoidably ensued. In most of the 
Yearly Meetings on this continent, the divisions occnired daring 
their sessions respectively, and were conducted according to the 
drcumstances attending. When these separations took ^soei 
sometimes one party left the house, and sometimes the other: 
those who left being obviously under the necessity of holding 
their meetings elsewhere. It would be rendering a very mri^t- 
eous judgment, invariably to award the appellation of the tme 
Society to those who retained the house, had the derk, or kept 
the books, for in these respects the divisions were not unifonii : 
but had the supporters of E. H. hdd all the houses, derks and 
books, this circumstance would not in the least tend to pfore 
the Hicksites to be the legitimate Society of Friends. Neither 
could they be proved as such if seven-eights of their nnmben 
throughout Society had adhered to their cause. And now, 
should the abettors of J. J. G. amount to that proporfcioii of 
the entire Society, obtain all the meeting-houses, derks and 
books, without an exception, it could furnish no proof of their 
legitimacy as the true Society of Friends. 

The only equitable decision, did and must rest upon this just 
and sure ground, viz : the clear and ludd avowal and acknowl- 
edgment, at all times and under all circumstances, of the origi- 
nal and entire doctrines of Friends ; a willingness to compare 
their views with those of Fox, Penn, and Barday, and nneqiuf* 
ocally to examine the doctrines published by Hicks, Gomey, 
Ash, or others, which have given uneasiness to their brethren, 
and see whether or not they are identical with those of the ear- 
ly Friends, and subsequent writings which have always had a 
good report in the Society ; at the same time that there is a 
continual readiness publidy to reprobate and denounce all doc- 
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trines not in accordance therewith. Since this great and sore 
dissension has prevailed in the Society of Friends, we deem it 
(piite essential that every Yearly Meeting (in addition to the 
three which have done so,) should deny and disclaim, specifically, 
those unsound doctrines put forth by the aforesaid writers, 
which have given of late such great uneasiness, and hare been 
attended with such lamentable consequences, showing their dis- 
agreement with the approved writings of Friends, as the Gen- 
eral Conference in Philadelphia disclaimed the doctrines of E. 
H. It seems now equally necessary that the Society should 
dear itself of unsoundness as at that time. 

Although the Hicksites positively affirmed that they held to 
the ancient doctrines of Friends, though often called upon to do 
BO, could never be induced to compare E. H.'s views with those 
of the early Friends, hence there cannot be any breach of char- 
ity in charging them with unsoundness of doctrine. And now, 
if those Yearly Meetings decline to contrast the defective doc- 
trines of Ash and Gumey with those of our predecessors in 
the truth, they can have no ground for charging us with un- 
friendly feelings towards tl^em, if we suspect them not to stand 
dear of those exceptionable sentiments, especially as the peace 
and safety of society depends so much upon such a measure. 

Although E. H. and J. J. G. disagree in some important 
points of doctrine, yet they both stand convicted of unsound- 
ness, and the conduct of each and that. of their respective ad- 
herents, is quite similar in obtaining currency for their peculiar 
doctrines, and declining to compare them with those establish- 
ed in Society. When E. H. was abroad he shielded himself 
from interruption imder the authority of his certificate — J. J. 
Q. did the same. The former, also, and his adherents, to stop 
all mouths, strongly recommended harmony and forbearance— 
and so did the latter and his friends. E. H.'s adherents went so 
fij* as to bring some Friends under dealing and disownment for 
taking a stand against his views — and so did those of J. J. G. 

Now, inasmuch as the authors of the ^'Epistle" under notice, 
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admit that, tbrongh "human infirmitj," a Yearly Meeting may 
not always be preserved from a departure from a right oouth 
of discipline, (are not infallible) they will also admit that some- 
times Yearly Meetings may have departed from rectitude dl 
other respects, and suffer those who feel concerned for the right 
management of the affairs of truth, to make some inquiry into 
their own proceedings and advices made in this ^^Epistle." 

In the second paragraph they say, that " in the course of the 
^last thirty years, the trials which have attended their brethren 
in America have been brought distincHaily before them." Here 
they recognize the troubles in each of the Yearly Meetings ia 
which a separation from the Hicksites transpired. We did. not 
then hear of their finding fault with -sound Friends, for coming 
out and separating themselves from the Hicksites. And why 
not ? Because, as we suppose, the Hicksites had imbibed and 
adopted unsound doctrines, and could not be reclaimed from their 
heresy by any means with which the Church was endowed. And 
in confirmation of the approbation, of London Yearly Meeting^ 
with those bodies which did then separate themselves from the on- 
Bound part, we might refer to the readiness of that Yearly Meeting 
to acknowledge fellowship and unity with them. The Hicksites 
then strove and protested against a separation produced by the 
false doctrine which they themselves entertained and snffbred to 
be spread in the Society. And now, in turn, London Yeariy 
Meeting strives and protests against the occurrence of scparatioiis 
likely to be produced by those unsound doctrines, which they 
have suffered to be spread through the whole Society by mem- 
bers of their own Yearly Meeting, altogether declining their 
duty to correct, or testify against those dangerous errors. 

In the same paragraph they say that themselves are not ex- 
empt from a tendency to separations ; the root of which tendent' 
cy we apprehend is the unsoimd doctrine which stands anooo- 
demncd by them. This acknowledgement only confirms oar 
belief that there are false views entertained in England by some, 
and wo have reason to fear not a few ; and that there are others 
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who. cannot harmoniouslj walk with them. This state of things 
evidently tends to such a result, inasmuch as two cannot walk 
together unless they be agreed. Why such an admission should 
Lave been made by London Yearly Meeting we can scarcely see, 
unless the Society had been beset by some doctrine foreign to 
Quakerism which seemed to have the ascendency amongst them. 
In the same paragraph, they state that "they have declined the 
acceptance of communications from meetings professing to be 
meetings of Friends of the regular establishment, of which they 
had not had information from those meetings with which they 
had been in regular correspondence." And this refusal, it seems, 
was because the Gurney party did not recognize such in their 
accounts to London Yearly Meeting, and that their regular cor- 
respondents had not given information of such meetings. Now, 
we would ask, how did the Yearly Meeting of London know 
which of the Epistles came from the true Yearly Meeting of 
Friends of New England 7 Could they judge safely without an 
examination of the documents sent to them by both parties? 
Was the name of the old clerk sufficient evidence to prove that 
the Epistle to which his name was subscribed, was from the 
genuine Yearly Meeting ? 

This assumption was not admitted in their decision of the 
Baltimore case in 1828. But why not ? The old clerk in this 
instance was with the unsound party, as well as in the New 
England case, which appears from his own confession already 
published. When the separations in most of the Yearly Meet- 
ings on the continent occurred in 1827 and 8, it is supposed that 
London Yearly Meeting went into a careful examination of the 
causeb of the division, and decided the yery important question, 
Tiz: which of the parties was the legitimate Yearly Meeting by 
the testimony of doctrines, duly considered. Such a .process 
now, if doctrines were made the rule, would, we imagine, hate 
^ed to a juster decision. 

In the third paragraph they say, '^ The unfaithfulness of in- 
dividuals does not invalidate the soundness of principles." This 
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We admit, for if seven eights of their members were so, it oonld 
not alter the principle itself. Again they say, " But we can 
thankfully acknowledge that we can recur to no period of our 
history at which our Society, as a hody^ has departed from them." 
Is it here intended to convey the idea that the Yearly Meeting 
of London, as a body, has not by any official declaration public- 
ly discarded Friend's doctrines ? If so, would this satisfy hon- 
est Friends, if the individual members had generally departed 
from our doctrines ? But would London Yearly Meeting wish 
to plume itself with the appellation of soundness of doctrine 
when it has approved, adopted and recorded on its books, a tes- 
timony of commendation and approbation of a person who found 
£skult with the dying expressions of George Fox concerning the 
seed ; and had also declared the doctrines of Penn, Barclay, and 
Pennington to be defective ? 

In the eighth paragraph is the following : ^^And whilst there 
is a steady, patient concern to uphold in faithfulness, integrity, 
aaoid love, the Christian doctrines and practices of the body, we 
believe, that even should there be through human infirmity mmik 4f\ 
departure from the right exercise of the discipline, the setting 
tip of separate meetings, either for worship or discipline, will be 
found to be out of the true order of the Gospel." In this prop- 
osition it is supposed that reference is had to the proceedings of 
New England Yearly Meeting. But the question presents it- 
self^ how a Yearly Meeting of Friends, induced with a steady ^ pa- 
tient concern to uphold in faithfulness, integrity and love, the 
Christian doctrines and practice, could be guilty of such strides 
and departures from the plain and obvious ordtft and disdpliiie, 
iS a candid examination of the history of the proceedings of 
New England Yearly Meeting would bring to view. That such 
CDold be the case during so long a process, and amid the earnest 
pleadings for justice of those whose rights were invaded, is an 
CDomaly in the history of the Yearly Meetings of Friends. Pro- 
ceedings which for injustice too nearly resemble those of the 
worldly tribunals against our early Friends. How direct the 
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contradiction of such a profession with the practice of that body 
styling itself New England Yearly Meeting. 

In awarding to New England such a j^rq/emoTij London is cor- 
rect ; but in alluding to their departure in practice, they hay^ 
not so much as begim to describe the vast amount of that d^ 
parture. Had they honestly shown the direct and palpable con* 
tradiction between the profession iCnd practice of New England 
Yearly Meeting as Philadelphia has done, their comments would 
have been a rebuke and condemnation instead of a vindication. 
Did not many of the leading members of London Yearly Meet- 
ing know that the Yearly Meeting of New England had done 
violence to the rights of many of its members, and prostrated 
divers of its subordinate Meetings in open violation of its disci- 
pline, in defence of doctrines repugnant to those of the early 
Friends. And do they not know that New York Yearly Meet- 
ing has fully endorsed those measures, and done all in its pow- 
er to coerce all its members and subordinate Meetings to unite 
in such endorsement, and to submit to the false doctrines writ- 

- ten and put forth by J. J. Gumey in England. 

It must appear obvious to those leading members that New 
York Yearly Meeting has solicited and obtained the aid of some 
other Yearly Meetings to join with them in laboring to bring all 
others to an agreement with the Larger Body in New England 
and their proceedings, and to. an acquiescence with the unsound 
doctrines now unhappily entertained by many in the Society \ 
and the effort now made by London Yearly Meeting to reconcile 
the whole body to such a condition of things, and to prevent any 
dissention about it, in our belief, either proves them to be charg- 
able with unsoundness in the faith of Ancient Quakerism, or that 
they have not sufficient concern about what kind of views are 
adopted by the Society at large. 

In conclusion they say : "And may that brotherly imity which 
in days of old was as the dew of Hermon, contributing to the 

i^ MAkMness of the Church, abound every where amongst ns ; 
then we believe we shall be strengthened to show forth the 
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praises of Him who hath oalled ns out of darkness into his mtr. 
velous light, and to adyance His kingdom of righteousness, peace 
and truth." This we also yerj much desire, and would afleo- 
tionatelj entreat all to look well to their stan&'ng and see whefh* 
er the influence which they are exerting, and their present oon* 
aection in society, is giring countenance and support to acta 
prejudicial to that vital unity and Christian hann<Hiy which afl 
admit would be desirable. 

Is our strength or our sympathy extended to the encourage- 
Bient of the true mourners in Israel, who are lamenting over the 
waste places in Jerusalem, and are desirous that none of her 
oords shall ever be loosened, nor the ancient landmarks remcr- 
ed; or is it given to those who try to conceal her desolations^ 
and cry peace, peace, where there is no peace. Dear FriendSi 
we would earnestly entreat you to take these solemn things in> 
to serious consideration, remembering that however outwardly 
honored or whole we may appear before men as a Society, that 
the Lord beholds the purposes of the heart, as well as our most 
recondite acts, and that He is no respecter of persons, but in 
every nation he alone that feareth Him and worketh nghteois- 
ness is accepted with Him. 

We believe there are those in this day who can feeling ad^t 
the language of one form^ly : '^ If I forget thee, Jerusalem, let 
my right hand forget heat cunning. If I do not remember thee 
let my tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth ; if I prefer not 
Jerusalem above my chief joy." (Ps. 137, vs. 5, 6.) And while 
we sincerely own these, and have spiritual fellowship and oon^ 
munion with them, we cannot acknowledge Christian unity with 
those who would willingly afflict them ; or with actions whi(^ 
are totally destructive to the right administration of our wh(4e» 
some discipline, turning it to the subversion of that order whi^ 
it was designed to protect, and to the suppression of thoae 
valuable principles it was intended to preserve. 

Before this general unity and its happy results whk^ 
mentioned in this quotation, can be realiaed, it seema dear to 
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that there must be a more honest and diligent search made in 
the campi 00 that the true cause of our present afflictions may 
be mc^e g^erally detected, and direct endeayors used to remoTd 
those things which obyiously obstruct the vital current of Chris- 
iian unitj from circulating amongst us, and which have always 
proved the most fruitful source of dissension and separations 
amongst brethren. The blessed truth when preserved in its 
simplidty, deamess andfulness^ will prevent divisions and rup- 
tures, and those who dwell in it cannot be justly ohargable with 
promoting separations ; but this charge ever has and must fall 
to those who shield and support unsound doctrine by disowning 
the faithful ; and these must evidently be the actual separatists, 
let their position or outward organization remain unimpaired in 
any meetings whatever. 

And beloved Friends, we earnestly desire that there may be 
an awakening to your true position, being firm in the belief that 
if inroads are permitted upon the invaluable principles of our 
early Friends, there will be a sensible declining and withering 
in the truth ; and in a view of the present state of Society con- 
nected with this belief, the tenderly persuasive language to a 
backsliding people formerly, is revived in our recollection : " Turn 
ye, turn ye from your evil ways ; for why will ye die, house 
of Israel 1 " (Ezek. 33 ch., 11 v.) We affectionately entreat all 
well to consider their course, and whether this language of the 
prophet is not peculiarly applicable to many in this day who 
are too easy and unconcerned about matters in the Church, and 
give themselves up to float as on the tide of popular opinion, re- 
gardless of their own serious convictions. The history of the 
Christian Church furnishes many examples where majorities 
have been grievously wrong, by which we are reminded how im- 
portant it is to strive individually to feel after the truth and to 
know it for ourselves ; for unless this is the case, we are like 
the unstable waves of the sea, liable to be carried about by every 
wind of doctrine. ! then, that there maybe an earnest and in- 
creasing engagement to dig deep— to pleave to first principles, 
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which alone arc preserving as we are concerned to lire in them, 
and to recommend them to others hj careful conduct and lives 
of righteousness — a concern to remove all defilements and ob- 
structions out of the way would prevail here ; that unity and har- 
mony might increase amongst us, and be attended with its hap- 
py and propitious results as in times past. 

In conclusion, perhaps we cannot more accurately describe our 
mournful sense of those serious departures from Christian rec- 
titude, than by recurring to this feeling language of the prophet, 
believing it to be somewhat applicable to us as a people at the 
present time : " IIow shall I give thee up Ephraim ? how shall I 
deliver tlice Israel ? how shall I make thee as Admah ? how 
shall I set thee as Zeboim ?" (Hosea 11 ch., 8 v.) 
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